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26152, Adulteration and misbranding of an article known as Physicians & Sur-
geons Rubbing Alcohel, also as Hospiial Brand Rubbingz Alcohol. T. S.
v. 7 Gross of an article labeled in part ¢“Physicians & Surgeons Rub-
bing Alecohol” and in other part as ¢Hospital Brand Rubbing Alcohol.”?
Default decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D.
no, 37101. ' Sample nos. 50832-B, 50833-B.)

This article failed to conform to its professed standard; and its label bore
erroneous statements concerning its composition, and no statement of its
alcoholic content. ,

On January 24, 1936, the United States attorney for the Southern District
of New York, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of a quantity of an article,
in part labeled “Physicians & Surgeons Rubbing Alcohol” and in other part
labeled “Hospital Brand Rubbing Alcohol”, at New York, N. Y., alleging that
the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about December 11,
1935, by the Reo Chemical Corporation from Newark, N, J., to New York, N. Y,,
and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs
Act., The article was labeled in part: (Bottle) “Physicians & Surgeons Rub-
bing Alcohol * * * Meeker Pharmacal Company, Newark™; (bottle) ‘“Hos-
pital Brand Rubbmg Alcohol * * % Meeker Pharmacal Company, Newark,
New Jersey.’

Analysis showed that the article consisted essentially of isopropyl alcohol
approximately 33 percent and water approximately 67 percent.

Adulteration of the article was charged in that its strength and punty fell
below the professed standard and quality under which it was sold, and in that
it did not consist of ordinary (ethyl) alcohol but was a mlxture of about
one-third isopropyl alcohol and two-thirds water.

Misbranding of the article was charged (a) in that the label bore the state-
ment “Rubbing Alcohol”, which statement was false and misleading in that
the product did not consist of alcohol; (b) in that the package failed to bear
on its label a statement of the quantity or proportion of isopropyl alcohol con-
tained therein, in that the declaration on the package “70 Prpof Isopropyl
Alcohol” was meaningless

On February 17, 1936, no claimant having appeared, a default decree of
condemnation, forfelture, and destruction was entered.

HARRY L. Browr, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

26153. Misbranding of Van—'l‘age. V. S. v. 99 Cases of Van-Tage, and another
libel proceeding against 60 cases of the same article. Default decree
of condemnation, forfelture, and destruction in each case. (F. & D,
nos. 37104, 37122. ' Sample nos. 60740-B, 60742-B.)

Unwarranted curative and therapeutic claims were made for this article.

On January 23 and 23, 1936, the United States attorney for the District of
Colorado, acting upon reports by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court libels praying seizure and condemnation of quantities of Van-Tage
at Denver, Colo., shipped in interstate commerce on or about January 11 and
January 15, 1936, respectively, by the Van-Tage Medicine Co., Los Angeles,
Calif., from that place to Denver, Colo., and charging in each case misbranding
in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part:
(Bottle) ‘““Van-Tage.”

Analysis showed that the article consisted essentially of potassium iodide
(0.2 gram per 100 milliliters), pepsin (0.1 gram per 100 milliliters), extracts of
plant drugs including aloe, glycerin, water, and flavoring material, preserved
with salicylic acid.

Misbranding of the article was charged in the libel filed January 23, 1936,
in that its package bore statements that were false and fraudulent, to wit,
that the article was of curative or therapeutic efficacy when admimstered
in the treatment of decided sluggish condition of the human organs and blood-
stream, and of stomach, bowel, liver and kidney ills; that the article was
effectlve to cleanse 1mpur1t1es from the bowels, to stimulate the stomach to
proper digestion of food; that the article had been helpful to millions of
men and women who were half living, dragging listlessly through life racked
with pain—unable to eat and drink—unable to enjoy the fullness of life.

Misbranding of the article was charged in the libel filed January 25, 1936,
in that the package and circular enclosed therein bore the following state-
ments that were false and fraudulent representations concerning the curative
or therapeutic effects of the article: (Bottle label) “In any decided sluggish
condition”; (carton, large size only) “* * * for sick and ailing people



